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U il'll^dl/72/2003-ilMldl.—1963 (1963 7>T 38) WJ 49 SKI JK* «Pw4l* W ^ 

TF, +l5lMTti ^<r=6 yinfWll Tf^FT% 7IH<^ if ^iRlRcW si?(ri^ ^<Mli if 

to- % %ti wr % nwr m, -®wh ^i&irgflrc, <ni^ 11 

TWifur ^f. ^7^/72/2003 ^^^ 

^dlchlRn RtR - *£<;<*> 
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2003 % 16^ RTRcT) 

IT? »4>*g | 3PT^ cJ^H ^T, 5fT^ft^5cTT % FFTeT A 3rfcTRrf> Ml$d^vl ^ *i«if§ci TOffcFT 

fen? fxft ^rrar (^M) wra stctft ^ 11 

2. TR M l facMU] ^ JRF^T *T. €tWFft/3l /2002-€ffr£t f^TT4J 20 RkH^, 2002 ^ qdHH <«<MM 

■'H?fterc 5^713 37 3TJFt^T 37^t ^ w 3F^T Tlftct ft>3T arrl 

2.2. <jdHH 447H 3 MRc! mw=r ; STRT-6, 3T^J# 2.2.1 sfft 2.2.2 - Ml§div1 SJe^/ftfaST Ml§d^vl ?Jdt> ft 
ftnpflt PlH4cT t : 

W&frr/Wikd ^(9<777 # W7 wftcf /^Y /^77 ^TSY #7^ ^ 777c^ ^ J7W <37J^ ^ -3/JWV ^7 

whm wm $ wm frfcry efpj w^tw %&?> # 100% w mrf wtmi" 

3.1. 7TW3 % ^fcif cfl^lcft ^ Pi^frlRsicl <7T?f 3^1 # •■ 

(i) SFpjdt 2.2.1 #? 2.2.2 WIRT ^ ^-6 A Pltilto SW!, 3FR f^TT W t, 
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(ii) 2.2.1 afa 2.2.2 ft fimRi feMt sirt- 8 3 TSet tT Rrafftcr writ t fa w? ^ 

STa jPtod l % *TFTft 3, w? ^JTFt cmr STFcT cjr^T ^ ^reTTFTt T? ^ ^ ^ ^ToFJH % 

Ml^elivl % 3RT<sR: 3TfcrftrT> Ml§cl^vl 3Jc3> FPTTI 

(jjj) ^5-6 STlfe ^ if, SFSfajKTT WfSnT vTcPTPi % ^ ’TFfa 3 kt 3Tfrftrff T^eftvf ^ SPTT4 Ftm yFFT *'- 
W^T Md^M TSJHidRd fa^T ^PTT t sftf TtFT % ^d4H 4) f^Hidx u l «f> WT 3 ^ft Mlfdivi.jfa 
<& f l wfrnra>?M % ffr mi ^ ?Tjte fa? ^TFt t? ajirfa 11 ' ** ■ v> 

(iv) 3, % 3 ?^ ^ TrR WTtTTcM % ^ 9 tjcITf, 2003 ^ $f Rl'dA 

ETRT-6 F^Ft T? ffafP*Tfct Ft ^ ^ I i 

(v) w toft sfr^ tft 16 zvm, 2003 ^t ^ ^ 3 ^^Rd fa*rr -m\ m i 

3.2. W?i % srara A <fWW % arg^ 2.2.1 afa 2.2.2 ^ *mr*i fSw>ft arcr tf. 6 <i?r 

;pfcHcf faqT |tl 


4. 1 ^iTfa mti k&$M toT t. ^F EIKT ^ ml T"! ^ 

^M9fr 3fk TT anq% ^ ^flt ^ tf, ^F tTTTT T^TH W * tfU* ^1 ^ 5I F OTwt 

tfRT q* F^Ft % for? 34t€t afk wt % #3 ^ ft ^5t 11 

4.2. ^ i:rRM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ T7 3}Mf^T t, 

T'frf^ ^T R^T ^ TTRT^ TOH# Slf^TT f^PTN TTF 3TTcT?^ 7 FfT «H I 

. _ , ,.V A_ -, > TO ^ nmTtf '^Il'Tf FTTH ^t 'd^l^aiaft ^ ^frRi'TH 

- - -n*,c: s:wATK 7 irf. 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 23rd December, 2003 

No. T AMP/72/2003-TPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 49 of the Major Port Trust Act, 1 % 3 
(38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of the Tuticorin Port Trust to amend in its 
Scale of Rates relating to lew of additional pilotage fee in case of priority berthing as in the Order appended hereto. 


SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/72/2003-TPT 


The Tuticorin Port Trust 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 16th day of December 2003) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Tuticorin Port Trust 
(TPT) for an amendment to its Scale of Rates relating to levy of additional pilotage 
fee in case of priority berthing. 

2.1. This Authority had passed an Order in case No.TAMP/31/2002-TPT 
dated 20 September 2002 approving the general revision proposal of the TPT 
along with the existing Scale of Rates. 

2.2. The provision prescribed in the existing Scale of Rates; Clause-6 
general notes relating to Schedule 2.2.1. and 2.2.2 - pilotage fee / miscellaneous 
pilotage fee is as follows: 


“ In cases of priority berthing / ousting without involving ousting of a 
working vessel, charges shall be leviable at 100% of the pilotage 
fees applicable for the vessel as per the schedule over and above 
normal charges payable”. 

3.1. With reference to this provision, the TPT has made the following 

points: 

(i). The provision prescribed in Clause - 6 in the general note relating to 
Schedule 2.2.1, and 2.2.2. as cited above, did not exist in the pre¬ 
revised Scale of Rates. 


(ii). Clause - 8 in general note relating to Schedule 2.2.1. and 2.2.2. 
already prescribes that in case of ousting priority, additional pilotage 
fee equivalent to the pilotage fee for vessel so ousted will be leviable 
. on vessels availing the benefit of such ousting. 
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(iii) With the incorporation of Clause-6, additional pilotage fee becomes 
leviable even in case of priority berthing vessel where working 
vessel is not shifted and the port has npt actually rendered any 
pilotage services by the shifting the vesselj. The users have raised 
objection to incorporation of this clause. 

(iv) . In this backdrop, a meeting was conducted with the port users on 9 

July 2003 by the Chairman, TPT wherein a consensus was arrived 
at to delete Clause-6. 

(v) . This proposal was approved in the meeting of the Board of Trustees 

held on 16 August 2003. 

3.2. In the light of the above position, the TPT has proposed to delete the 

Clause No.6 to general note relating to Schedule 2.2.1. and 2.2.2. 

4 . 1 . As pointed out by the TPT, this clause did not exist in its pre-revised 
Scale of Rates. This clause was incorporated in the existing Scale of Rates based 
on the proposal of the TPT, and in view of the fact that there was no objection from 
the users while processing the general revision case with reference to 
incorporation of this provision. Now, it has been reportjed that a consensus has 
already been arrived between the TPT and the port users! to delete this provision. 

4.2. Since the proposal aims at providing relief to users and is reportedly 
based on a consensus, the usual consultation process was not considered 
necessary in this case. 

5 . 1 . In fact all the major port trusts have already been delegated with 
powers to rationalise conditionalities in the Scale of Rates with the aim of providing 
relief to users. Nevertheless, in this case the port has proposed complete deletion 
of the concerned conditionality. 

5.2. The port has admitted that it does not provide any pilotage service in 
case of priority berthing since the vessel is not shifted at all. Prima facie , there is 
no logic in continuing with the conditionality as it militates against the quid pro quo 
principle. If this conditionality is not deleted and left to the port to rationalise under 
delegated powers, there is a possibility of the port reverting to original position at a 
later stage, which may not be desirable. Significantly, the port also feels that such 
a deletion is necessary to remove ambiguity. 

5 . 3 . In this backdrop, and based on a collective application of mind, this 
Authority deletes note number (6) in the general note relating to Schedule 2.2.1. 
and 2.2.2. of the Scale of Rates of the TPT. Consequently, the existing note 
numbers (7) and (8) are renumbered as (6) and (7) respectively. 

A.L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[ADVT./in/IV/143/03-Exty.] 
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